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REMARKS 

Reconsideration and allowance of the above identified patent appHciUion are hereby 
requested. Claims 1-3, 5-15, ynd 17-31 arc now in the application with claims 1.13, 25, and 27 
being independent. Claims 4 and 16 have been canceled. Claims 1-3, 5-7. 9, !U 13-15, 17-19» 
2 1 , 23, and 25 have been amended. Claims 27-3 1 arc new. No new matter has been added. The 
Applicant, respectfiilly traverses the Examiner's rejections. 

Rejection Under 35 U-S.C. §1 03(a) 
Claims 1-4, 6-8, 10rl6, 18-20, and 22-26 stand rejected under 35 U,S.C. §103(a) as 
allegedly being unpatentable over MapSoft (MapSoft impress Pro Ver. 2.1 User's Manual) in 
view of U.S, rateni No. 6,546,405 lo Gupta ct aL Claims 5, 9, 17, and 21 stand rejcelcd under 
35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over MapSoft in view of Gupta, and in further 
view of U,S. Patent No, 6,72 K921 to Altman. These contentions are respectfully traversed. 

As amended, claim I calls for (underlining added for emphasis) "in response to the 
request, accessing a dytun mc_annotation template for the requested annotation, the dynamic 
annotation template being external to the electronic document application and the electronic 
document and having fixed content, associated instructions dclming variable c<mtcnt. and 
variable layout information for the fixed content and variable content" and ^'applying the instance 
of the annotation to the electronic document, the annotation instance having an appearance, 
includinjii a variable lavout , defined by the variable content, the fixed content and the variable 
layout information, the annotation instance being modifiable by any user according to rights or 
permissions after the annotation instance is applied to the electronic document/* 

MapSoft (sec inter alia pp. 47-50) indicates that an impression is characterized by static, 
predefined appearance information. Thus, every instance of a given impression applied in 
accordance with the teachings of MapSoft has a common appe^irance. Additionally, Gupta (CoL 
4, lines 52-63 and Col, 20, lines 52-65) discloses that each temporal annotation is represented 
using a separate temporal annotiUion entry. Further, Gupta (Col 7, lines 19-34) docs not 
disclose thai layout information is associated with a temporal annolafion entry. Therefore, 
MapSotl and Gupla» taken alone or in combination, do not disclose, teach, or suggest a dynamic 
annotation template having variable lavout information . MapSoft and Gupta also do not 
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disclose, leach, or suggesi an annotation instance having an appearance, including a viuiablc 
layout, defined by [. . .] the variable layout information . 

For at least these reasons, independent claim I is allowable over MapSoft in view of 
Gupta. Additionally, claims 2, 3, and 5-12 depend Irom claim 1. llierefore, dependent claims 2, 
3, and 5-1 2 are allowable for at least the reasons discussed with respect to claim I . Claims 1 3 
and 25 include elements similar to those discussed with respect to claim 1 . Therefore, 
independent claims 1 3 and 25 are allowable over MapSoft in view of Gupta for at least the 
reasons discussed with respect to claim L Claims 14, 15, and 17-24 depend from claim 13, and 
are thus allowable based at least on claim 13. Claim 26 depends from claim 25 and is thus 
allowable based at Iciist on claim 25. 

New claim 27 calls for (underlining added for emphasis) "generating a dynamic 
annotation template , wherein the dynamic annotation template includes variable layout 
infomiation used to define a layout of a corresponding aiuiotation instance" and "applying a 
second annotation instance to a second portion of Ihc electronic document in accordance with the 
dynamic annotation template, wherein the layout of the second annotation instiUice differs from 
the layout of the first annotation instance," 

As discussed above, MapSoll and Gupta, taken alone or in combination, do not disclose, 
teach, or suggest a dynamic annotation template having variable layout information , MapSoH 
and Gupta also do not disclose that the layout of a second annotation instance am differ from the 
layout of a first annotation instance, where both the first and second annotation instances are 
applied in accordance with the same dynamic annotation template. Additionally, Altman (Col. 5, 
lines 53-56) discloses that in order to create a new annotation the contents of the annotation are 
typed into a displayed typing area at the time of creation. Thus, Altman also docs not disclose, 
teach, or suggest a dynamic annotation template having variable layout information or applying 
annotation instances having differing layouts in accordance widi a dynamic annotation template. 
For at lea,st these retLSons, claim 27 is allowable over MapSofl in view of Gupta ajid further in 
view of Altman. Claims 28-3 1 depend from claim 27 and are thus allowable for at least the 
reasons discussed with respect to claim 27. 
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Attorney's Dockcl No.: 07^44-593001 / P546 



Conciuding Comments 



The AppliauU respcciriilly requests a notice of allowance. Absent thai, the Applicant 
requesLs an interview. By rcspondirjg in the foregoing remarks only to pculicular positions taken 
by the Office, the applicant does not acquiesce to other positions taken by the OITice lhal have 
not been explicitly traversed. Additionally, the Applicant's arguments for the patentability of a 
claim presented in this response should not be understood to indicate that no further reasons for 
the patentability ofthat claim exist. 

Please apply any charges or credits to deposit account number 06-1050. 



Fish & Richardson P.C. 
PTO Customer No, 021876 
12390 El Camino Real 
San Diego, California 92 130 
Telephone: (858) 678-5070 
Facsimile: (858) 678-5099 



Respectfully submitted. 



Dale: Auuust 28. 2006 




William E» Hunter 
Reg, No, 47,671 
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